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REMARKS 

This is in response to the final office action mailed on January 6, 2005. The final 
office action rejected Applicant's Claims 1-8, 11, 13 and 16 as being anticipated by U.S.- 
Pat. App. No. 2003/0083813 ("Park"), The final office action also indicated that Claims 9, 
10, 12, 14, 17 and 18 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form. The Office 
Action allowed Claims 14 and 19-26. 

With this response, Claim 1 has been amended to incorporate the allowable subject 
matter of Claim 17, and Claim 17 has been canceled. Applicants respectfully request the 
Examiner to reconsider independent Claims 4, 6 and 7 the present application in view of 
the following remarks. Applicants submit that all pending claims are in condition for 
allowance. 

Allowed Claims and Allo wable Subject Matter 

Applicant appreciates the allowance of Claims 14, 19-26 and the indication that 
Claims 9, 10, 12, 14, 17 and 18 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form. 
Accordingly, Applicants have rewritten Claim 17 in independent form as amended 
independent Claim 1. Thus, Claim 1 is in condition for allowance 



Independent Claim 4 

Applicants' independent Claim 4 relates to a method for developing traffic 
messages. The method comprises obtaining traffic data that include a location description 
for each of the traffic conditions, wherein the location description provides a main road 
along which the traffic condition exists and a cross road proximate the traffic condition on 
the main road. The location description of the main road and cross road is converted into a 
location reference code. Claim 4 is not anticipated by Park because Park fails to disclose 
or suggest every claim element recited by the claim. Specifically, Park does not disclose 
or suggest that the location description of the traffic condition provides a main road along 
which the traffic condition exists and a cross road proximate the traffic condition on the 
main road and the location description of the main road and cross road being converted 
into a location reference code. 
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Park discloses an information system that provides optimal travel routes to mobile-** • . * * . r t. 
units by considering real-time traffic information. The information center includes a traffic*" 71 tt >*v 
information server that obtains real-time traffic information gathered by traffic-sensors.^' > a- r a 3 .i-jc 
The traffic sensors are installed on the roads and periodically detect travel speeds for their ■* ; * 

location, (see * Park: page 3, paragraph 0037). Although Park discloses the information 
center obtaining traffic data of traffic conditions. Park does not disclose the location 
description of the traffic condition providing a main road and a cross road, and Park does 
not disclose converting the location description of the main road and cross road into the 
location reference code. Rather, Park merely discloses the traffic sensors reporting traffic 
speeds for their respective location along the road That is, the location description for the 
Park system is the known installed location of the traffic sensor on the road, not the main 
road and cross road location description. Furthermore, although Park discloses that a 
mobile unit may obtain information about traffic on roads, points of interest, news and 
weather from the information center (see. Park: page 3, paragraph 0028), Park does not 
suggest the location description of a main road and cross road. 

Accordingly, because Park fails to disclose or suggest all of the recited claim 
elements, Applicant's Claim 4 is not anticipated by Park. 

Independent Claim 6 

Applicants' independent Claim 6 relates to a method for developing traffic 
messages. The method comprises obtaining traffic data that include a location description 
for each of die traffic conditions, wherein the location description provides a point of 
interest proximate the traffic condition. The location description of the point of interest is 
converted into a location reference code. Claim 6 is not anticipated by Park because Park 
fails to disclose or suggest every claim element recited by the claim. Specifically, Park 
does not disclose or suggest that the location description of the traffic condition provides a 
point of interest and the location description of the point of interest being converted into a 
location reference code. 

Park discloses an information system that provides optimal travel routes to mobile 
units by considering real-time traffic information. The information center includes a traffic 
information server that obtains real-time traffic information gathered by traffic sensors. 
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The traffic sensors are installed on £he«roads and periodically^detect travel speeds for their ** i-i-r 
location, {see . Park: page 3, paragraph 0037). Although Park discloses the information *~ r &?& 
center obtaining traffic data of traffic conditions, Park does not disclose the location 
description of the traffic condition providing a point of interest, and Park does not disclose 
converting the location description of the point of interest into the location reference code. 
Rather, Park merely discloses the traffic sensors reporting traffic speeds for their respective 
location along the road. That is, die location description for the Park system is the known 
installed location of the traffic sensor on the road, not the point of interest location 
description. Furthermore, although Park discloses that a mobile unit may obtain 
information about points of interest from the information center (see . Park: page 3, 
paragraph 0028), Parte does not suggest the location description of a point of interest 
Accordingly, because Park fails to disclose or suggest all of the recited claim 
elements, Applicant's Claim 6 is not anticipated by Park. 

Independent Claim 7 

Applicants' independent Claim 7 relates to a method for developing traffic 
messages. The method comprises obtaining traffic data that include a location description 
for each of the traffic conditions, wherein the location description provides an address 
proximate the traffic condition. The location description of the address is converted into a 
location reference code. Claim 7 is not anticipated by Park because Park fails to disclose 
or suggest every claim element recited by the claim. Specifically, Park does not disclose 
or suggest that the location description of the traffic condition provides an address and the 
location description of the address being converted into a location reference code. 

Park discloses an information system that provides optimal travel routes to mobile 
units by considering real-time traffic information. The information center includes a traffic 
information server that obtains real-time traffic information gathered by traffic sensors. 
The traffic sensors are installed on the roads and periodically detect travel speeds for their 
location- (see * Park: page 3, paragraph 0037). Although Park discloses the information 
center obtaining traffic data of traffic conditions, Park does not disclose the location 
description of the traffic condition providing an address, and Park does not disclose 
converting the location description of the address into the location reference code. Rather, 
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Park merely discloses the traffic sensors reporting traffic speeds for their respective - • - " >* - 
locatioivjaloBg che road. That is, the location description for the Park system is the known ~ .t- t- - 
installed location of the traffic sensor on the road, not the address location description.- ; - - -vj* - 

Furthermore, although Park discloses that a mobile unit may obtain information about 
points of interest and enter destinations from the information center (see, Park: page 3, 
paragraph 0028), Park does not suggest the location description of an address. 

Accordingly, because Park fails to disclose or suggest all of the recited claim 
elements, Applicant's Claim 7 is not anticipated by Park. 

Applicant's dependent Claims 2-3. 5, 8-13. 15, 16 and 18 

Applicant's dependent Claims 2-3, 5, 8-13, 15, 16 and 18 are allowable at least for 
the reason that they depend upon allowable base claims. In addition, these claims include 
features that are not disclosed by the cited references. 



Conclusion 

With the present response, all the issues in the final office action mailed January 6, 
2005 have been addressed. Applicant submits that the present application has been placed 
in condition for allowance. If any issues remain, the Examiner is requested to call the 
undersigned at the telephone number indicated below. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Reg. No. 41,311 
Patent Counsel 

NAVTEQ North America, LLC 

222 Merchandise Mart Plaza Drive, Suite 900 

Chicago, IL 60654 

(312) 894-7000 x7365 
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